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Attendees
E. Barkley, J. Chamoun, C. Ciocirlan, A. Crowson, C. Haddow, H. Kelliher,  U. Mueller-Wilm, J. Pietras, Y. Wang, K. Tuttle
Agenda/Notes
1) General announcements
a. CESG Poll result: CSTS SFW and MD-CSTS approved with conditions; conditions being addressed
b. CSS Area is being updated; likely that future work including SC-CSTS and formalization of the functional resource model will be included
2) Action Items Review/Updates
a. See updated action item list from K. Tuttle
3) Schedule book update – one last bit of semantics – inclusion boundary
a. Conclusion is that it is preferable to indicate specification to the extent possible of the different inclusion semantics rather than allow for a multiplicity of agency produced semantics
b. DSN to provide the inclusion semantics to C. Haddow
4) Relative Events requirements assessment (inputs from NAV WG) 
a. essentially overcome by events, as the latest PIF book has already incorporated this requirements
b. updates have been fed back to the navigation working group
c. CSSM working group is encouraged to start reviewing the book read suitability for red-1 agency review
5) Check on PIF XML Schema production
a. C. Haddow added as actionee for AI 
6) SMURF Test Plan status check
a. Noted that first draft is due on February 10
7) Service catalog review inputs 
a. Postponed pending participant availability and inputs to be uploaded on behalf of M. Unal and J. Chamoun (M, Gnat’s comments already uploaded) 
8) AOB
a. XFDU considerations for TGFT 
i.  Different levels of XFDU “hierarchy” identified 
ii. Discussion as to what level of the hierarchy is appropriate for TGFT
iii. Conclusion is to keep this with the scoping of a single delivery and not a more involved “ecosystem” supported by XFDU in general; ie stick with the XFDU “Package” for TGFT
iv. See slides developed by J. Pietras, included below, for more detail 
b. Next telecon date adjustment
i. February 15th determined as best date 
c. CWE structure 
i. In general, revised structure looks good
1. Some minor tweaks made during the telcon
ii. Action to E. Barkley to query H. Dreihahn re any schema maintenance considerations 
iii. To the extent possible, an approach for implementation whereby the new directory structure is created in an entirely new space and then files the migrated to the new structure before retiring the current structure is advocated advocated

Next Telecon
Our next teleconference is scheduled for February 15, 2017
[end notes]
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XFDU for TGFT
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XFDU for TGFT Concepts

+ TGFTIs a push capabllity

— TGFT i specfied only in terms of what the file source* generates & sends to
the filerecipient* [*tentative working nares]

+ TGFT Is employed by user applications.
— TGFT defines the minimum set of XFDU features that can be used

~ The decisions) regarding how the user applicationsselect rom those features.
to create the XFDUs s deferred to the specifications of the applicationsthat
useTGFT

* Unstated (until now) but implied: TGFT is not a user application on its own
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CCSDS XFDU “Hierarchy”

XFDU
~ Alogical entity consisting of data (payload data) and associated metadata
~ May be spread out across multiple physical media
XFDU Package
— Acollectionof files that have been bundled together into  single container
thatalsa cantainsan XFDU Manifest describing the contained iles andthe
relationshipsamongthose files
XFDU Manifest
— Describes the files {payload data and metadatal that constitute the XFDU
~ May contain payload data and/or metadata within tselt
~ May pointto other payload data and/or metadatafiles within the same YFDU
Package as tsef
~ May pointto other payload dataand/or metadatafiles external o the XFDU
Package (other XFDU Packages, URLS, etc.)
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Where Does TGFT Fit into this Hierarchy?
(Le., What Does TGFT Transfer?)

+ The XFDU Package seems to be the right entity for TGFT to transfer

+ Scoping of XFDU Packages for TGFT
~ SHould TGFT transier oty XFOU Packages hat are sef contaned (., all pyload data
wilhinth single XFDU Package o should i tanses XFOU Packages hat are merely
companents of frger KF0US?

e it shouk the TGFT concept and specication emain et on how applictions
migh use TGFT to transfor XFDU, or houd i ofer i/ "recommendlions” or hon
todosa?

* Resolution at CSSMWG telecon of 1/17/2017

~ Take the simple approach: TGFT only addresses XFDU Packages that containall

of the payload datain a single Package.
PR mr—————

~ TGFT-using applications *may” use TGFT as part of a larger XFDU-based data
architecture, but any such usage and the relevant XFDU information contained
In XFDU Manifests are outsida the scope of the TGFT spacification of XFDU
information.




